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“Equality” and “Responsibility” are not only the foundations of Ronald Dworkin’s 
political thought, but also connote the conception of civic ethics. Essentially, 
Dworkin’s resources equality theory is a set of ethical code of conduct applied to the 
citizens’ daily life. However, present research results regarding Dworkin’s political 
thoughts are mainly focused on analyzing, comparing or criticizing his theory of 
resources equality. None of the research findings examines his political theory as 
viewed through the lens of civic ethics. Therefore, in this dissertation, a systematic 
and penetrating analysis of the different facets of civic ethics as interpreted through 
Dworkin's writings will be presented, along with an attempt to construct a frame to 
clarify his theory of civic ethics.  
This dissertation discusses the compatibility between Dworkin's equality theory and 
the conception of civic ethics by starting from the social background and theoretical 
foundation of his theory of resources equality. On this basis, the following parts are 
divided into three dimensions (community dimension, interaction dimension and 
individual dimension). These three dimensions are the code of conduct for public and 
personal behavior that can be found in Dworkin’s work. Wherein, the community 
dimension of civic ethics discusses the code of conduct for community, the interaction 
dimension explores how citizens should do in treating one another whereas the 
individual dimension focuses on the principals individuals should follow in pursuing 
their good life. After clarifying the contents about Dworkin’s theory of civic ethics, 
this dissertation will also compare Dworkin’s civic ethics with other prevailing civic 
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